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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

EPHRAIM GREENBERG, individually on
behalf of himself, and on behalf of all others
similarly situated,

Plaintiff,
Case No. 1:13-¢cv-01837-RMC

- versus -

CAROLYN W. COLVIN, in her official
capacity as Acting Commissioner of the
Social Security Administration, and THE
SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION,

Defendants.

ORDER

WHEREAS, this matter now comes before the Court to determine whether to grant final
approval to the amended Settlement Agreement filed on March 30, 2015 (Dckt. 39+1) (the
“Settlement Agreement” or “SA”) and whether and to what extent to grant Class Counsel’s
Application For An Award of Attorneys’ Fee Under 42 U.S.C. § 406(b) (Dckt. 41).

NOW THEREFORE, having considered the Settlement Agreement, the objection letters
received by the Court in response to the Settlement Agreement, Class Counsel’s Application For
An Award of Attorneys’ Fee Under 42 U.S.C. § 406(b) (Dckt. 41), Defendants’ Response thereto
(Dckt. 42), and Class Counsel’s Reply in support of its Application (Dckt. 46), the arguments
and information presented by counsel for the Parties at the Fairness Hearing, the entire record in

. . s this B gt
this case, and having found good cause, it is this of , 2015,
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ORDERED that, pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(e), final approval of the Settlement
Agreement is HEREBY GRANTED because the Court finds that the Settlement Agreement is
fair, reasonable and adequate; and,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Class Counsel’s Application For An Award of
Attorneys’ Fee Under 42 U.S.C. § 406(b) (Dckt. 41) is GRANTED (B+5F7IN PART); and,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Class Counsel are entitled to attorneys’ fees in the

amount of //7(160\73/ percent ( g:zz %) of each payment of past-

due benefits made by the Social Security Administration as a result of this class action case; and,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Court shall retain jurisdiction over this matter for
the purposes of (a) enforcing the provisions of the Settlement Agreement to resolve any disputes,
or in the event that one of the Parties claims (after following the Settlement Agreement’s dispute
resolution procedures) that there has been a breach of the Settlement Agreement; (b) modifying
the Settlement Agreement if jointly requested by the Parties pursuant to Section III, Article 14

and (c) entering any other order authorized by the Settlement Agreement.

SO ORDERED. & "

Hon. R¢sematy M. Collyer

Judge, U.S. District Court for the
District of Columbia




